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Abstract
This thesis begins with the critique of the current situ-
ation of detached, privately owned, multi-family residences
and seeks alternative solutions at both the broad scale of
the block, and at the scale of the spaces directly adjacent
to the interiors.
Originally these types of residences were based on
the block layout and ideals of equal light, access, and air
that were formed at the turn of the century for single fam-
ily homes. Some of the results of this "equality", and its
direct application to multi-family residences, are equally
unusable side yards, an abundance of pavement and
curb cuts for individual driveways, "private" backyards that
all abut, and views from the interiors and porches directly
to neighbors' interiors and porches. Though residents
might know some of their neighbors directly next door,
the feeling of a larger sense of community is lost within
the repetitiveness of the tract block.
The intention of this thesis, based on the assump-
tion that the residents have a variety of needs, and that
all of the spaces should not be "equal", is to design a
range of outside territories from private to communal.
What is an alternative block arrangement that will foster
community interaction and provide the framework for the
layout and design of these outdoor spaces? How should
outdoor sitting areas, parking spots, entrances, entry
paths, etc., be designed to reinforce and provide for these
different requirements?
A set of design principles for these types of spaces
will be derived through a combination of analysis of "suc-
cessful" spaces, and the redesign of an existing neigh-
borhood/block in Cambridge, Massachusetts.
Thesis Supervisor: Shun Kanda, Senior Lecturer
For my Parents and Grandparents as they made my
studies at MIT possible.
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Introduction
There are four main parts to this thesis. The first,
Silent Needs, records the current situation of triple-deck-
ers and two-family houses. There is not one prominent
"problem" with these housing types and the spaces adja-
cent to them; no one has come forth and asked for this
study. However, this section is a collection of observa-
tions of "small" changes, renovations, and uses that indi-
cate, when culminated together, that there are problems
with the current arrangements of spaces. Through read-
ings and analysis, this section not only records findings,
but also tries to understand why triple-deckers and two-
family houses are organized the way they are.
Since the majority of the first section dwells on the
negative aspects, the second section, Case Studies of
Successful Places and Derived Design Principles, con-
centrates on the positive interventions, changes, and uses
made by the residents. After identifying some multi-fam-
ily residences with positive outdoor spaces, the occupants
were interviewed about how the spaces came about, who
owned, used, and/or maintained the spaces, etc. (These
interviews can be found in the back of the book.) These
places were measured and documented, and then,
through analysis, some general design principles were
formed.
The third section, Reconfiguring the Block: Ordering
Principles and Comparisons, jumps back to the scale of
the block and searches for new overall organizing solu-
tions which address many of the problems found in Silent
Needs. To do this, an existing block in Cambridge is used
as a site, and assumptions and goals about the number
of units, types, sizes, parking allotments, community over-
laps, etc., are explained. With the formation of the "mid-
block module", the existing block is reconfigured, and then
comparisons are made between the new proposed block
and the existing one.
The last part, Front / Back / Side Territories: Defini-
tions and Design Examples, defines different types of out-
door spaces, and demonstrates a range of these spaces
from single use to communal use. These general defini-
tions are then taken a step further and through models
and drawings, some of these shared spaces are studied
to see how they might be translated into architecture.
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"In theory, in classless America, all dwellings would
embody the same principles and would therefore look
alike. The repetition of simple forms in housing was
taken as visible evidence of the equality of station in
society."
--Gwendolyn Wright, (Building the Dream, pg. 25)
(Diagram from D. Doern, A Pattern Book of Boston Houses, pg. 8)
"They [Middle Class Bostonians] demanded equal ac-
cess to a neat graded street, equal light and air, and
a somewhat uniform facade for the entire street."
--Sam Warner, Jr., (Streetcar Suburbs, pg. 136)
Two-family Houses and Triple-deckers
"The two-family house was built to satisfy the resi-
dential needs of middle and working class fami-
lies in the late 19th and 20th centuries, when it
had become possible to live in the suburbs and
take a streetcar to work."
--Arthur Krim, (Northwest Cambridge, pg. 74)
About 1000 Two-family houses were built in Northwest
Cambridge between 1885 to 1935.
(Map from A. Krim, Northwest Cambridge, pg. 73)
20% of Boston's housing stock is Triple-Deckers
(Photo from B. Rugo, Boston's Triple-deckers, pg. 2)
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"Triple-deckers were not generally designed to take
full advantage of their particular sites. The rear of the
building was considered a utility area regardless of
its orientation to the sun and the view it offered."
--Bob Rugo, (Boston's Triple-deckers, pg. 7)
(Diagram from C. Howard,
Your House in the Streetcar Suburb, pg. 24)
The blocks were laid-out to the builder's economic
advantage. The block could easily be divided up into
small, medium, or large lots, with the bigger lots having
higher prices. Sometimes, however, the builder could
make more money by packing as many houses as pos-
sible on the block. Also, it was easiest to ignore solar
implications, and orient the houses in the same way on
either side of the block. In the end, decisions about how
close together the houses should be, and the orientation
of the houses, was based solely on monetary consider-
ations. The actual occupants were second priority.
PVLM
(Diagram from D. Doern,
A Pattern Book of Boston
Houses, pg. 8)
(Diagram from A. Krim,
Northwest Cambridge,
pg. 76)
It is common to find floor plans without any lot con-
text, and lot plans without any floor plans. The inside of
the building and the outside of the building are often
thought of as two separate entities. How should the inte-
rior spaces relate to the exterior spaces?
B i R
Triple-decker Renovations
"...some characteristics of the original plan which
may be less desirable today than at the turn of
the century:
about 35% of the usable space in the original
apartment is given over to the large kitchen and
dining room.
The only access to the rear porches is through
the back stair hall and there is no visual connec-
tion to either the rear porch or the back yard.
The living room is relatively small.
The
with
In 1978 the City of Boston published a brochure to
promote interest in triple-deckers as a continuing viable
housing type for the future. Interestingly, a third of the
booklet illustrates how to change an existing triple-decker
so that it will appeal to more people, and the focus is
strictly on the interior spaces.
central corridor is long and entirely internal,
little natural light"
--Bob Rugo, (Boston's Triple-Deckers, pg. 9)
A "Philadelphia Style" Conversion
(Drawing from B. Rugo, Boston's Triple-deckers, pg. 12)
(Drawing from B. Rugo, Boston's Triple-deckers, pg. 13)
The "Philadelphia Style" house, is a renovated triple-
decker which now accommodates two families instead of
three. One family has the first floor, the other family has
the third floor, and the middle floor is split so that each
family has half of it.
12
Original fter phnv~id*~
-<''N
ugqroom nlnfrnt J mI t rnr Openh ao tpln
M~mn MenW
A'b Mv,% PIM'U 40
t
Won
... .....
~g. cl , Nt& AMA
Three options for enlarging a small apartment.
(Drawings from B. Rugo, Boston's Triple-deckers, pg. 10-11)
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How Many Families Live Here?
"The popularity of the single brought by imitation
the horizontal division of two and three-family
houses."
--Sam Warner, Jr., (Streetcar Suburbs, pg. 131)
Multi-family buildings have always been considered
socially "inferior" to the single family home. As the end
goal of home owners was and still is the single family house,
multi-family buildings were built to mimic and imitate single
family houses. The reason home owners often buy multi-
family houses is because they can't yet afford their own
single family home. The fact that what they are buying
looks like a single family, with its single lot, front yard, and
back yard, reinforces the feeling of buying "a" house. Some-
times the only "giveaway" that a two-story home is in fact
occupied by more than one family are the two front doors.
The triple-decker "type" and two-family "types" were
never conceived and designed from the beginning as multi-
family dwellings. How might multi-family homes be differ-
ent if they were designed from the beginning with the as-
sumption that multi-family homes can stand on their own
right and don't have to hide the fact that they aren't single
family homes?
Count the # of Front Doors
Count the # of Buzzers
Count the # of Mailboxes
"In some two-family structures the cavernous
attic became a third living unit cramped un-
der the eaves to form a quasi-three decker."
--Arthur Krim, (Northwest Cambridge, pg. 75)
Is this a Triple-Decker or is this a Converted
Is this a Side Door or a Front Door? "Philadelphia Style" Two-Family House?
(Photo from B. Rugo, Boston's Triple-deckers, pg. 2)
Typical Block Structure
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How TO TURN THE CORNER?
Middle Condition
Problematic Relationships / Unresolved
Transitions
How TO END
THE BLOCK?
Why Enclose Front / Back Porches?
"The front porch was used for public socializing,
and the rear one for service and household activi-
ties, such as the delivery of milk and ice and the
drying of laundry."
--Arthur Krim, (Northwest Cambridge, pg. 75)
(Floor plan base from A. Krim, Northwest Cambridge, pg 75)
As a result of the "equality" of the block layout, front
and back porches are usually in line with each other. Views
from porches are often to other porches. Also, with the
development of the suburbs, the trend has changed so that
the back porch is no longer the service area, but the pri-
vate place where families relax. Given the openness of
porches to the neighbors, it is not surprising that many
people decide to enclose one or both of their porches.
Porches are in line with each other
so main views are to other porches
One end of the porch is glassed in to stop the wind
and make the porch more pleasant to sit on.
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Enclosing Porches is so common that the City of
Medford gives hints on the "Correct Way"
to make renovations.
(Drawing from C. Howard, Your House in the Streetcar
Suburbs, pg. 99-1 00)
Both visual and acoustical privacy are compromised along
busy streets, so the porches are enclosed.
The owner may want / need an additional
room. Also a sun room helps to buffer the cold
in winter.
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Entrances
By separating shared entry ways into two or more
private ones, an opportunity for "neighboring" is
lost.
"AoprXNk Etg-'vs
LO'S
terF ttgAL
ircRMAL
LeTIMT Y
All of the front entrances are usually off of a shared
front porch, and this becomes one of the places where
"neighboring" naturally occurs. However, with the desire
for privacy and individualization, the tendency is to try and
have separate entrances for each family whenever pos-
sible. This can be seen in the development of two differ-
ent porches for houses on corner lots. More often than
not, when an attic or basement apartment is added-on, a
separate entry area is also provided. Unfortunately, these
"added-on" entries often feel "secondary" or less important
than the original "main" entry. In addition, practically all of
the entrances are elevated several feet above ground level
requiring stairs. How can accessibility for the elderly and
handicapped be made easier?
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From the location and treatment of "Added-On"
entrances, one can infer which door is the
Owners', and which is the Renters'.
It is unusual for there NOT to be stairs leading into the
residence.
Corner lots often have two formal / planned front
entries.
Front Edge Treatments
The treatment of the front edge reveals how close the
front windows are to the sidewalk / street, and whether the
street is noisy, busy, or quiet. These are indicated by the
amount, height, and type of screening. For example, a
noisier and busier street typically has taller and more solid
fences. If the front windows are close to the sidewalk, then
bushes might be used as a semi-transparent screening
device.
How to maintain a feeling of neighbor-
hood along a busy street?
22
A quiet residential street feels more open.
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Shared Porches
"Responsibility: The question of ownership and
maintenance, who does what, involving clarity of
boundaries."
--Chermayeef and Alexander, (Community and Privacy, pg. 153)
The typical first floor front and back porches are am-
biguous spaces. Besides for the place where one walks to
enter and exit, it is not clear who can use it and who is
responsible for it.
Since the first floor front and back porches provide
the entry / exit areas for all of the units, the first floor apart-
ment doesn't have a truly private front or back porch. Per-
haps the entry I exit area for the second means of egress
for the upper floors can be placed in a different location.
Upper floors are more
likely to "inhabit" and use
their porches because
their territories are clearly
defined.
Having two doors off of the back porch
breaks up the space, making it more difficult
to use.
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Some Clearer Delineations of Territory:
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Side Yards
"The side yard is a transitional space and buffer
zone often functioning as a service area, circula-
tion route, and territorial barrier. Now it is a place
for garbage cans, tanks for oil or gas, air-condi-
tioning units, heat pumps, and storage of bicycles,
wood, building materials, recreational equipment,
and household epherma."
--Girling and Helphand, (Yard Street Park, pg. 26)
Views from side windows are into
neighbor's side windows. The hedge is
used as a privacy screen and territorial
boundary line.
Need for storage space.
A common approach it to "Pave it All".
Need for a play area for small
children.
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Side Yard Surprises:
Has a feeling of a singular place even Appears as a Shared play area. It is treated as one uniform
though the straight line of the railroad ties is space--not visibly divided.
a reminder that at least two different house-
holds own / use / maintain this land.
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Back Yard Views
Block Configuration Affects Types of Views
ajDDD DDDCl
Lots line up directly:
Shorter views, more private
Diagram bases from C. Howard, Your
S0 IDD
Lots are staggered: longer
views, less private
House in the Streetcar Suburbs, pg. 23)
ARAGE 
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SECTION
The following views were taken from the back of a house on a
staggered lot:
1. OUT THE PANTRY
From the inside it is difficult to actu-
ally see the back yard.
From the inside, children in the back
yard can not be supervised.
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2. FROMTHE PORCH
Views into adjacent back yards.
3. ON THE GROUND
Without your own fence, your back yard
is greatly affected by your neighbors'
fences.
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Blinds, Curtains, Shades, and Shutters
"The paltry spaces between houses constitute a
nuisance as well as a waste. Side windows, only
a few feet removed from the side windows of the
neighboring house, are not essential and are little
more than embarrassing peepholes and acoustic
leaks."
--Chermayeff and Alexander, (Community and Privacy, pg. 126
BR DB
Views from kitchen windows are often into the neighbors' K IRV
bedroom windows. P
Views from the bedroom windows are often into the
neighbor's kitchen windows.
(Floor plan base from A. Krim, Northwest Cambridge, pg. 75)
How do you allow sunlight in without losing visual privacy?
How do you allow fresh air in without losing acoustical
privacy?
How do you protect privacy when a side yard faces onto a
street?
How do you protect privacy when a front yard faces onto a
busy street?
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Compromised Solutions:
Cars: Parking, Garages, and Driveways
"In the streetcar era, curbs had been unbroken and
driveways were almost unknown."
--Kenneth Jackson, (Crabgrass Frontier, pg. 251)
There is plenty of paved area for parking, but in
order not to "block-in" someone else, the car is
parked on the grass.
Driveway curb cuts make sidewalks
dangerous places for children to
play, and reduce the amount of on-
street parking. Garages are often difficult to access by car and
are used instead for storage.
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Does double use of driveways as parking areas
and children's play area make sense? Excessive Pavement-Driveways are rarely filled to
"Capacity".
A rarity: garage rooftops used for additional outdoor
space.
33
2. Case Studies of Successful Places
and Derived Design Principles
This section is organized into two parts. The
first is documentation of the places which are be-
ing used as case studies. All of the places were
found by walking around Cambridge and looking
for interesting changes that the residents had
made. Though not "designed", there is a lot that
can be learned by deriving principles that make
these places "special" or "successful".
The second part consists of some of these
general design principles which were determined
from the case studies through analysis. Some of
the principles are based on just one example, while
others are design approaches which occurred at
many or all of the case studies. The first group of
principles deal with entry areas--configurations of
paths, placements of doorways, etc. The second
group is more spatial in nature and is about the
elements which help to define a space.
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60/66 Chilton Street
Each building contains 3 condominium owned apartments.
Three of the units share the side yard between the two build-
ings.
The space is used for flower/ vegetable gardening and land-
scaping.
There is only parking for two of the six units.
The majority of the space receives direct sunlight sometime
during the day in spring, summer, and fall.
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There is a large tree at the back of the space which provides
a 'backdrop' or closure to the space.
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60/70 Hammond Street
(Based on Sanborn Map, vol. 2, #219)
Two buildings, 6 units, share the space between the build-
ings as an Entry Area.
The entrances are along the "sides" of the buildings, and
they are across from each other.
All of the units are rented, and there is no place to park
except on the street.
The distance from the entrances to the front edge of the
building is 20', and 28' to the public sidewalk. The change
in elevation from the public sidewalk to the bottom of the
entrance doors is 16".
The space is almost always in shade/shadow throughout
the year.
7
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16/18 Salem Street
Cambridge, Massachusetts, vol. 1, #53)
Two units share an entry path. Each unit has its own
private entry.
Both units are condominium owned.
There is no place to park except on the street.
At least six other units have windows with views into this
space.
The first private entry is only 10' from the public sidewalk.
Stairs are needed to accommodate a 5'4" change in el-
evation.
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6 Rockwell Street
(Based on Sanborn Map,
Cambridge, Massachusetts, vol. 1, #69)
Two units share a back / side yard patio area.
Neither unit has a private outdoor space.
There are two parking spots in the driveway, but only with
one car blocking in the other.
The owner lives on the first floor, and a renter lives on the
second.
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228/230/232 Allston Street
Five units share an entry path and a back yard.
There is a mixture of owners and renters.
There is only parking for one car.
(Based on Sanborn Map,
Cambridge, Massachusetts, vol. 1, #72)
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Two units, each has its own private yard, and both units are owned.
The main outdoor space, though privately owned, is used as a
gathering place for neighborhood children and parents. It is a
place for flower and vegetable gardening, outdoor sitting, and chil-
dren to play.
The building is set back 72' from the street.
Cambridge, Massachusetts, vol. 1, #64)
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7/9 Perry Street
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10/12/14/16 Lopez Street
Four units share an entry path.
Two units share an outdoor space. Neither of these two units has
its own private outdoor space.
There is a mixture of owners and renters.
There is only parking on the street.
(Based on Sanborn Map,
Cambridge. Massachusetts, vol. 1, #65)
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122/124 Sherman Avenue
Four units share two lots of land.
Two units share part of the driveway and a back yard.
The other two units share part of the driveway, a
side yard, and a porch.
The shared spaces are used for gardening and sitting.
(Based on Sanborn Map,
Cambridge, Massachusetts, vol. 2, #261
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Bend Entry Path
When there is more than one entry, either
shared or private, per entry path, place the en-
trances so that they are not directly in line with the
entry path.
Otherwise, if there is an entrance directly at
the end of the entry path, it will feel like that par-
ticular entrance "owns" the entire entry path.
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Entries on Same Side of Narrow Space
Less than 15' Wide
Start the entry path on the side opposite of the
entries to obtain the greatest distance from the first
entry, then shift the path to occupy the middle of
the space to provide equal buffering on either side
of it.
Angle Entry Path
To make the first transition gentle, angle the entry path
away from the Public Sidewalk at an angle less than 90
degrees. This will form a space to pause, and provide a
place for a gate to swing open. Change the direction of the
paving material to match this angle and reinforce the shift
away from the public realm.
Fence / Gate
A tall, strong, but semi-transparent fence, can clearly
delineate the public from the private realms, while also al-
lowing the entries to be seen before actually entering the
space.
By using wrought iron with 6" spacing, vines can grow
on it, providing an additional semi-transparent screen while
also softening the hardness of the metal.
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Entries on Opposite Sides of Narrow Space
Organize the space around a central axis that
runs through the middle of the space along its
length. The symmetry of the space will reinforce
the fact that the two buildings are sharing this
space, and the two "halves" will form one unified
space.
Buffer Zones
Use the area between the path and the private interi-
ors of the building as a buffer zone. For example, plant
bushes/vegetation in this area to physically keep people
from occupying this area. The vegetation can reinforce the
direction of the path and encourage movement along it,
while also making it difficult to look directly into windows.
In addition, bushes 4' to 6' tall can partially screen the
entrances from the street, while still allowing visibility of the
entrance itself.
Mark Side Entrances
If the side wall is essentially straight and flat, use an
architectural element, like an overhang, to accentuate and
mark the location of the entrances. This way people from
the street will be certain that the path is in fact an Entry
Path, and will not hesitate to enter the space.
Less than 15' Wide
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Entry Close to Public Edge and Through Narrow Space
Use changes of direction in combination with
changes of materials and elevation to create a feel-
ing of distance between the Entry and the Public
Edge.
Less than 15' Wide
Less than 25' to Entry
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Entry Close to Public Edge and Stairs Required
Break the stair into two or more sections so
that the landings provide additional places to pause
and lengthen the arrival process. Also by angling
the stairs, the landings are also a place to change
direction.
Less than 15' Wide
Less than 15' to
First Entry
1LAPq-
kg oo
lot -
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When a private path branches off from or joins
a shared or communal path, make the private path
narrower and appear less solid and more porous
than the than the more public one.
PRIV ATE
Private Paths
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V
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Generous Doorstep
Make a generous doorstep for entrances that
are along the side of a building when space is lim-
ited and a larger outdoor sitting area can't be pro-
vided.
Dimensions
Make it at least 22" deep and 8' to 12' in length. This
way it is easy to stand on the step while opening the door
and there is room for personal objects like plants.
Materials
Use a material that is residential is texture, scale, and
feeling. A large wooden doorstep is a welcoming place to
sit while waiting for someone.
/ ~
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Public to Private Transitional Zones
Organize outdoor spaces as a series of transitional zones
which gradually mediate from the public edge to the private
realm. Also include buffer zones, especially next to private
and semi-private areas.
One Directional
This is the most common layering of spaces from public to private.
Two Directional
When entrances are perpendicular to each other, it becomes nec-
essary to provide transitional zones in two directions.
Split Directional
When the space between buildings is less than 15' and the space is
used as an entry area, the middle area, down the length of the space,
should be the most public. This way, as one moves off of the path to-
wards either building, the space becomes more private.
A - .y S T
SPRIVATE
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Vary Widths of Long and Narrow Spaces
Vary the widths of a long narrow space to break
it up into smaller spaces. The narrowest points
will be indicators of a transition from one space
into another. Also, the space will be more usable
as different areas of it will have different qualities
of semi-enclosure.
VC- 5
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Break Larger Outdoor Spaces into Smaller Outdoor Rooms
Based on the number of people / units using
the outdoor space, subdivide larger outdoor spaces
into smaller more roomlike places. By providing a
more human scale environment, the spaces will
be more usable while also reinforcing transitional
areas from public to private.
Dimensions / Sizes:
One Unit
Gardening
Sitting
Children
Play Area
1 Ii i
I-
/ -
I..
Four Units
Gardening
Sitting
Two Units
Sitting
Five Units
Gardening
Sitting
Three Units
Gardening
Six Units
Entry Area
I I
PW&A-
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Forming Outdoor Rooms
For outdoor spaces that are only defined by
building edges on two side, provide partial third and/
or fourth "walls" to from semi-enclosed sub-spaces.
Use bushes, trees, crenulation of the building
edge, bay windows, etc. to help form partial "walls".
Mark Beginning / End
Indicate the beginning and end of the space with either
architectural elements or vegetation. Reinforce the levels
of privacy by making the elements near the public edge
lower than the elements of the private realm.
Of]L
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Both Sunny and Shady Spots
Orient the main outdoor spaces so that there
are both sunny and shady areas. The different -
qualities of light will form /reinforce different zones,
and the outdoor spaces will have more uses, es-
pecially for children.
IVpr IVNir
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Neighboring Fences
When a communal or shared entry path passes
directly along a semi-private outdoor area, without
any other buffer area in-between, a fence can be
used to clearly separate the two areas. Design the
fence so that it is conducive for people on the path
to pause and chat with the users of the semi-out-
door area.
Heiaht
38" is conducive and comfortable for most adults to
lean against a fence.
Materials
Give the fence a feeling of solidity and stability so that
it is inviting to lean against.
Make the top piece of the fence flat and of a width at
least 4" so that a cup of coffee can easily rest on top of it.
Views Through
From head-on, have it appear solid, but from different
angles allow glimpses of light and movement to come
through it.
V5EI rX~u I _wQWCA1L Vir
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3. Reconfiguring the Block:
Ordering Principles and Comparisons
FX
Su*
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Choosina a Site
Triple-deckers and two-family houses lined up in neat
rows on fairly orthogonal blocks can be found all around
Boston. Choosing a block in Cambridge versus Medford,
Somerville, Roxbury, etc., became a matter of conve-
nience. In order to keep the project to a reasonable size,
one of the shorter blocks was chosen. As mentioned ear-
lier in Typical Block Layouts, one end of the block usually
has a more commercial or busier character, while the other
streets are all residential and quiet. Though the blocks
tend to be orthogonal, it is common for blocks to also have
a slight aberration to the ridge structure due to older prop-
erty configurations, rivers, etc. In this case Concord Av-
enue is the busy street, and Field Street is slightly angled.
Some people have questioned the choice of
reconfiguring the block at all. It is true that this thesis might
have been about redesigning the existing spaces between
the buildings, but in fact, this path would have been too
restricted. The floor plans of the individual buildings work
within themselves, but when lined up in rows, the internal
room configurations and resulting window arrangements
cause problems. Accepting the existing buildings and their
placements would be to accept many of the inherent prob-
lems as givens. In order to expand the exploration, and to
not be confined to the existing rigidity of the current block
pattern, a chosen block was more or less wiped clean.
To have a starting point, the general three-story height
limitation, the density of the block, block dimensions, and
sun orientation of the chosen block were all accepted as
fixed conditions.
Alpine Street / N
22
'2 368, U
F~] 34 Units
0
Chilton Street
Existing Conditions: Acceptance of block
density, block dimensions, and solar
orientation.
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Block in Northwest Cambridge
that is used as a "site"
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Mid-Block Module
A solution that was finally arrived at, is a group of 16 or
17 units that make up an interior "module". The module is
organized around two groups of principles--communal park-
ing and pedestrian paths, and front / back / side, which is
discussed on the next two pages.
It is not uncommon to find blocks in Cambridge that
exceed 800 feet in length. Without paths inter-connecting
the block, the likelihood of residents at one end of the block
knowing residents at the other end, or even in the middle
of the block are quite slim. The pedestrian paths on either
side of the mid-block module help to break the block up
into smaller sub-groups, while also potentially forming pe-
destrian networks between blocks.
The goal to provide one parking spot per unit on the
site can be achieved by providing communal parking areas
for 6 to 8 cars. These areas are linked directly to the pe-
destrian paths so that there will be more opportunities for
the residents to meet each other.
This model shows a full module on
the left, and a half a module on the
right.
Module Pattern
Networking of Pedestrian paths from block to
block. Also there are long views across the
streets.
This model shows a module and a half on the right
side of the street, and the edge of another module
on the other side of the street.
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Street
Pedestrian
Path A
Pedestrian
' Path
Street
Mid-Block Module
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Mid-Block Module: Front / Back / Side
These pages are about the other organizing prin-
ciples of the mid-block module: front, back, and side. A
group of 16 or 17 units are placed so that the "fronts"
group together either along a pedestrian path or a street, I
and the "backs" are grouped around a Communal Back
area. The units are placed so that they are side to side;
there aren't any units which are side to back or side to
front. By making these three zones distinct, the zones of
the public and private realms are also made clear.
Back
The most Private Edge-Zones of a
Neighborhood / Community.
Pub ic PPblic
Public Public
Public
Front
The most Public Edge-Zones of a
Neighborhood / Community.
Side
The Edge-Zones of a Neighborhood /
Community mediate between Front / Back and
Public / Private.
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Alpine Street
00
0
Front
Back
Side
Chilton Street
Mid-Block Module Applied to Entire Block
It is essentially two modules put together, but they are
oriented in opposite directions from each other.
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Layers of Community
" . rows of duplexes lined up in soldier fashion
with stereotyped setbacks, heights and side yards
produces a monotonous character that lacks a
sense of community."
--Untermann and Small, (Site Planning
for Cluster Housing, pg. 113)
The organization of the mid-block module, with the
fronts facing together, and the backs grouped together,
inherently forms community clusters and community over-
laps. Since two different modules intersect at the "Com-
munal Fronts", there is always an overlapping of the two
modules along the pedestrian path. This way, units are
not limited to one "group", but interact with several. The
opportunities for community and neighboring are reinforced
at all scales, from the entire block, down to shared entry
areas.
Alpine Street /N
Communal Backs 17 units
These units, in addition to their own back
yards, share a larger communal back yard
area.
Chilton Street
Entire Block 34 units Communal Fronts 12-14 units
These units all face onto a pedestrian path.
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Communal Entry Area 7-10 units
These units share a Communal
Parking Area.
An early model showing a Communal
Entry Area.
Inner Units "Place" 8-10 units
As these units are the most internalized, a place
along the pedestrian path is formed for them.
Widening of Pedestrian Path to form a
"place".
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Unit Variety: Types and Sizes
"Encourage growth toward a mix of household
types in every neighborhood, and every cluster,
so that one-person households, couples, fami-
lies with children, and group households are side
by side."
--Christopher Alexander, (A Pattern Language, pg. 190)
Most triple-deckers and two-family houses are orga-
nized so that one apartment is on top of the other--the
units are Horizontally Stacked. With this type of arrange-
ment there aren't any internal stairs within the apartment
itself, but only the first floor unit has direct access to the
ground floor.
In order to accommodate a range of household types,
it makes sense to have more that one type of apartment.
For this reason, another configuration is also used, and it
is referred to as Vertically Split. There is basically a ver-
tical party-wall that divides the building into two units. It
is similar to a semi-detached building, but each unit runs
length-wise instead of width-wise. There is an internal
stair in each unit, but this arrangement provides direct
ground floor access for both units. Also, by having more
than one floor per unit, sleeping areas can be separate
from living areas.
1 Unit has
Direct
Ground
Floor
Access X
Horizontally Stacked
Each Unit
has DirectGround . .
Floor - -- -Access
Vertically Split
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Alpine Street
Unit Types
Horizontally Stacked
Vertically Split
24 Units
10 Units
Chilton Street
Alpine Street
Unit Sizes
* Small
8 Units
Medium
17 Units
LI Large
9 Units
(20%) 600-800 Sq. Ft.
(50%) 900-1100 Sq. Ft.
(30%) 1100-1400 Sq. Ft.
Chilton Street
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Parking Comparisons
"The street on which the houses grows is deadly.
The public sidewalk made good sense before it
was cut to pieces every few years to make way
for the private driveway. Now it is a shambles of
curbs and changing levels...."
--Chermayeff and Alexander, (Community and Privacy, pg. 88)
Alpine Street
Chilton Street
Parking for Existing Block
On-Site Parking (Without Blocking-in others) 20
Covered 6
Driveway 14
On-Street Parking 35
Total Parking Spots: 55
U)U)
I-.(I)
~ U-
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The reconfigured block reduces the number of curb cuts by over half. All of
the parking spots are covered and more cars are accommodated. No one has to
walk more than 150' from their car to their unit.
For the mid-block module, the location of the communal parking area next to
the pedestrian path, and the use of the parking area to help turn the internal corner
makes good sense. However, this scheme doesn't work so well for the corners of
the real block. An additional parking solution for units along vehicular streets is
still needed.
Alpine Street
i~j4
Chilton Street
Parking for Reconfigured Block
On-Site Parking (Without Blocking-in others)
Covered 34
Driveway 0
On-Street Parking
Total Parking Spots: 75
41
8 1
4. Front / Back / Side Territories:
Definitions and Design Examples
After arriving at a scheme for the overall block con-
figuration, the next step was to study the relationships of
the units to the outdoor spaces and to define ranges of
outdoor spaces from single use to communal use and
zones from public to private.
Following the definitions of front / back / side territo-
ries, are examples from corresponding design studies.
Two different studies were made through models. The
first study, done at 1/8"=1', looked at a group of eight
units that use one of the Communal Entry Areas, and the
second, at 1/2"=1, zoomed in closer and began to apply
some of the derived design principles from the case stud-
ies to a side yard space.
The details of the final block plan on the adjacent
page will be explained in the following pages.
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Alpine Street / N
Chilton Street
0 16 32
Final Block Plan
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Defining Front / Back / Side Territories
Territory:
Areas claimed by an individual or group with clear
understandings of boundaries, ownership, and
responsibilities.
Front / Back / Side Territories is a way of naming
certain spaces and automatically being able to determine
an idea of how public or private it is, how many people
use it, and where it might be located or oriented. As these
are multi-family residences, there is an inherent possibil-
ity that varying numbers of units will use different spaces
or territories. At the scale of the block, these territories
are broken down into three levels based on the number
of users / units--single, shared, and communal. (The word
'single' is used instead of 'private' to avoid confusion with
the word 'private' in relation to public/private.
The words front, back, and side, give an idea of lo-
cation in respect to the public and private realms. By
combining together front / back / side with the territory
words, single / shared / communal, it becomes easier to
discuss and categorize outdoor spaces.
Front / Back / Side:
Gives a sense of location in respect to the Public and
Private realms
(OMtqh*NAL
PAT1A
Private Public
Front
Private Public
Back
Private Public
SSide
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Single / Shared / Communal:
Ranges of claimed territories based on the number of users and units
4L
Sinale / Shared / Communal Zones
* Sinale: 1 Unit Shared: 2-6 Units L] Communal: 6+ Units
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Front Territories: Entry Paths and Entry Areas
At the scale of the whole block, the levels of territories
are broken down into three categories--single, shared, and
communal. At the scale of the unit, however, the range is
broader, and different levels of "shared" are also defined.
The main outdoor components of front territories are
Entry Paths and Entry Areas. The range of these territo-
ries is depicted below and the small block plan indicates
where this occurs.
// Piva~e
/ /hared
Single Path
Single Entry
1 Unit Shared Path
Single Entries
2 Units Shared Path
Shared Entry
Chdf., Sk"t
ACp.,,.So"
Pnvate
2-3 Units
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Shared Path
Single Entry
Shared Entry
2-4 Units Shared Path
Shared Entries
4-6 Units Communal Path
Communal Entry
Communal Parking
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Front Territories: Communal Entry Area
Components: Pedestrian Path, Communal Park-
ing Area with Covered Parking Spots, Commu-
nal Garbage Storage, Used by 8-9 Units
The Communal Entry Area has several different com-
ponents and functions. It marks the beginning of the pe-
destrian path, which in its own way designates a "Front"
of the community. Earlier schemes literally had a "gate-
way" to mark the entry, but it is now delineated with a
series of low walls at different heights, trees, and a wid-
ening of the pedestrian path to welcome people in. The
trees are used to screen the Communal Parking area as
well as to draw people in. The walls are as low as 18", so
that they can be used as benches as well as walls. The
intention of the walls is to form a semi-enclosure to the
parking area, while still providing contact with people who
don't live in this block. The semi-enclosed area with bench/
walls might be used by children as well as adults. One
can imagine the hard-surface of the parking area being
used for tricycles while parents gather under the trees.
Also, the wall/benches provide a place to sit while some-
one backs out the car.
It is very important that the parking area connects
directly to the pedestrian path so that all of the residents,
whether arriving by foot or car, will meet up in the same
place.
In the model, the carport roofs are also used as out-
door sitting areas for the second floor units. Though not
88
shown in model form, to make up for space given over to
parking, pedestrian paths, and communal back yards, it
would be necessary to also have some enclosed rooms
above all of the carports. This is only indicated on plan
by a dotted line.
One other element, though it may seem trivial at first,
is a place for Communal Garbage. The idea for trash
storage is to have trash during the week kept near the
units in garbage cans on wheels. Once a week, the
garbage cans would be wheeled down to the Communal
Garbage area--which is located adjacent to the Commu-
nal Parking area. This would make pick up by garbage
trucks much quicker and easier. Large communal gar-
bage bins would be too far from the units, and give more
of an institutional feeling.
Rooftop of garage is used
for second floor unit
Place for landscaping
- Communal Parking
Area meets up with
Pedestrian Path
Garages help
to turn the Higher wall to
corner and- corne andhelp screen
form a pro- Parking Area
tected Back from first unit
Outdoor Space
Communal Garbage landscaping
Storage
Area that might Grassed area Widening of
also be used by with wall/ Pedestrian
the public in benches for Path
general ele to sit
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Front Territories: Shared Path and
Entry Areas
Often when there is a Shared Front Entry area, there
are separate doors. The unit on the second floor might
open the door to directly find stairs. Other times, when all
of the units share the same front door, there is a small
room, off of which are the stairs to upstairs. The second
scenario is better as it offers more of a sense of arrival and
provides an opportunity for neighboring.
When there is a Shared Entry, it is strongly suggested
that there is an accompanying Shared Entry Room. This
would be a double high space, allowing more of a connec-
tion between the units. Potentially, all of the units could
have storage space in this Entry Room--places to hang up
coats and leave boots; it should be a place that can be
personalized and "claimed". As with entry paths, the place-
ment of the doors to the units should be such that no one
door dominates the space.
In Horizontally Stacked buildings, which is where there
are usually Shared Entry areas, there should not only be AM Gflc'j
an indoor Shared Entry Room, but also an Outside Cov-
ered Entry Area. This is the first place of arrival and where
the mailboxes would be found. It is not as likely to be used
as a place for sitting, so it can be smaller than a Single
Entry area. ____ ____
9
9 0
Shared Entry Room
with Covered Outside
1 Entry Area
Main Outdoor
Sitting Area for,
first floor unit
Horizontally
Stacked
Vertically
- Split
Interior Stairs used as
buffer between Outdoor
Sitting Areas
Shared Path and Single
Outdoor Sitting/ Entry Areas
(similar to photo below)
Vertically
Split
Example of a Shared Entry Path that
leads to two separate Single Outdoor
Sitting/Entry Areas
Back Territories: Outdoor Sitting / Space
The main outdoor components of back territories are
Sitting Areas and Outdoor Spaces. There is less of a
range, in comparison to the front territories, because as
much as possible, units are given back outdoor spaces
which are as private as possible--single use or shared
only with one or two other units.
The definition of outdoor space in this context is
meant to be the same thing as an "outdoor room"--an
outdoor area that is clearly defined, feels contained, and
has edges. For Back Outdoor Spaces, fences are used
to partially define an area and give some feeling of en-
closure. Fences or low walls, are purposefully placed so
that the transition from a single private outdoor space to
a communal outdoor space isn't too abrupt. Hopefully,
neighboring will occur along these low walls / fences. The
model photos show the transitions from a Single Out-
door Sitting area to a Communal Backs.
A Single Back Outdoor Sitting area and Outdoor Space
are defined by a tree, a wall, and a path.
This shows a Shared Path in the Shared Overlap zone,
similar to the diagram to the bottom left of the next page
where there is a Shared Overlap zone between two
Single Outdoor spaces.
Here a Shared Path and Shared Overlap zone meet a
Communal Backs.
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1 Unit
P7vate
Single Outdoor Sitting
Singe Outdoor Space
( Shared Exit\
Overlap
-j
L/
Single Outdoor Sitting
Shared Second
Exit Area
2 Units
Private
Shared Overlap
Communal BacksSingle Outdoor Sitting
Shared Outdoor Space
71 r1
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Back Territories: Communal Backs
The Communal Backs is an aggregation of part of
each of the privately owned back outdoor spaces. The
idea is to provide a single or shared outdoor space di-
rectly adjacent to the units and then to have a communal
outdoor space next to the single outdoor spaces. Hope-
fully, by making the single or shared outdoor spaces large
enough, and by laying the framework of where the edges
of these spaces are, i.e. by fences, trees, paths, the resi-
dents will feel that they 'own'/ 'have' enough personal
space, so they will be willing to use the rest of their prop-
erty as part of the Communal Back space.
The fence along the public edge is pulled away from
the sidewalk to let the public space expand some into the
Communal Backs. One can imagine residents from
across the street pausing at this space and talking to
someone in the Communal Back area. Also, a gate should
be provided along this edge that can accommodate a large
truck; this is either for fire trucks, moving trucks, or ac-
cess to move large materials.
The particular 'use' of the Communal Backs is left
purposefully undefined. The design goal is to lay a foun-
dation that encourages people to use this space. Trees
are planned only at the edges so that the space will be
more flexible. Also, the trees are important for reinforc-
ing the transitions from the Communal Backs to the adja-
cent Single or Shared Outdoor Spaces.
View from Communal Backs into Single Back Outdoor
Spaces.
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Space
Shared Interior Stairs
that allow for Second
Means of Egress and
helps to buffer be-
tween outdoor
spaces
Single 7
Outdoor
Space
Higher Privacy
Wall
Low wall that
can be seen
over
to space in photo
below
It is important to keep the two units at
the end from dominating the Communal
Back space; it helps to keep them from
being directly centered on the space.
The Communal Back Space is not
just one large open area, but is
roughly composed of three large
outdoor rooms.
Area for interaction
/ with passerbys.
Gates for both vehicles
and people.
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Side Territories: Single Territories
within Shared Space
The introduction of the Vertically Split type in addi-
tion to the Horizontally Stacked, makes the range of Side
Yard Intensities greater. Essentially, all of the side yards
will be shared spaces, but there can be single territories
within these shared spaces. Since access around the
building as a whole is important, a path is provided be-
tween each building. The positioning of the path is very
important as it can be used to create spaces within the EN"I
side yard. Garbage storage can also happen in the side
yard space. This works out especially well since a path
to the storage area is already provided. One solution is
to make built-in storage areas under stairs.
In this example, the top claimed territory is a small
outdoor sitting area which is defined by planter boxes
and a slightly raised paved surface. The bottom claimed
territory is defined by bushes and the shared path.
96
Private Shared
Range of Side Intensities
The architect should layout the shared paths between
buildings as part of the overall framework.
97
1 Unit4-6 Units 3-4 Units 2 Units
Side Territories: Transitions from
Front to Back
Typically the first floor is raised 1' to 4' above grade.
This means that both the front and back entrance / exit
areas have to have stairs to accommodate the height
difference. For the front entry area, this height difference
is positive because it helps to reinforce the transitions
from public to private. In a Vertically Split unit, however,
the kitchen is usually the back most room and this height
difference separates the kitchen from the Back Outdoor 4 & 4-r
Space. One way of having a stronger continuity between fr-ACCS1S OVV.SWE K
the kitchen and the Back Outdoor Space is to slope the P tVATr
ground from front to back in the side yard space. This
gradual slope can also be used to reinforce claimed ter-
ritories.
Layers of screening with vegetation reinforce the transi-
tions from front to back.
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Side Territories: Controllina Views
In and Out
To avoid views into neighbors' windows, it is easiest
if the views and window placements are planned for both
buildings from the beginning. It is logical to make the
side views look out on the corresponding claimed side
yard territories since this will help to reinforce feelings of
ownership.
A solution to gain more views without compromising
privacy, is to angle one of the walls out, as in the plan
below. This is similar to a bay-window in that it lets light
in from the side. For windows along the front edges, the
wall can be recessed around the window area to create a
window seat. The resulting ledge helps to block views.
Views to the upper flolor windows can also be blocked by
simply extending the window sill outward and up a bit.
By testing the angle of a person looking up, the exact
length of the sill cpn be determined.
LED(&-
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Property Lines
"Property lines cut like a razor. They are
geometical, two-dimensional, not of this world. But
nothing else so rigorously sculpts everything we
build."
--Stewart Brand, (How Buildings Learn, pg. 73)
As seen from the first section, Silent Needs, prop-
erty lines very often have a negative impact on the way
space is used. Side yards are divided in half by the physi-
cal manifestation of property lines into fences. One of
the first things that happened when a block was devel-
oped, was the parceling of the block into smaller lots.
Before the buildings were designed, the property lines
were laid out. This thesis questions the wisdom of this
choice, and draws in property lines only after the build-
ings are already positioned.
In the case studies many pleasant surprises were
found--one of them being the ability of people to tran-
scend property lines. The house on Sherman Avenue
was especially unique as there were small reminders of
property lines here and there, but they were kept only for
legal reasons. The four different households didn't feel
bound by the property lines, and the wholeness of the
resulting space is in part due to the way they handled
property demarcation.
Another pleasant surprise that came with overcom-
ing property lines was the amount of sharing between
household that already exists. An architect can't begin to
predict human behavior, and nor should it be expected
of her/him, but the architect can lay the foundation or
framework of spaces so that they will be more conducive
to sharing.
The property lines that are indicated on the plan on
the next page come only after other frameworks have
been put in place. It is hoped that the property lines will
actually have very little to do with the formation of the
resulting spaces. The property lines are put down the
middle of the side yards, but hopefully, by already hav-
ing a path in place, the owners won't feel a need to put
up a fence.
The easements are put in place only as precaution-
ary measures. In the case that the back yards are fenced
in as far as possible, the easements will guarantee that
at least a path will still connect the houses in some way.
The angled property lines are made as such to deter the
owners from wanting to fence in their yards; the resulting
space will be much less pleasing than leaving it open .
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8' Easement
12' Easement
Property Lines and Easements
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Closing Words
I found it very appropriate that a portion of the discus-
sion at the final review had to do with what this thesis might
have been and what it still could be. In many ways this
thesis just touches on the issues and begins the frame-
work for many other theses. For example, it could have
worked out nicely if this had been a joint thesis and an-
other person had concentrated on the design of the actual
units.
At this point, the thesis could go in at least two direc-
tions. First, I could go back to the scale of the whole block
and apply what I have learned from the more detailed stud-
ies. The parking areas at the corners are still unresolved,
and to move any element, even five feet, has unforeseen
consequences unless the study is followed through. As
another alternative, I could continue at the close-in scale
and begin to really concentrate on the architecture. There
is a need to design a series of "attachments". I have only
given the bare outlines of what a Shared Entry Room might
be like.
Several of the reviewers questioned the fact that I
reconfigured the block at all--they thought I should have
left the block the way it was and designed the existing
spaces in between the buildings. I must admit, that during
thesis preparation, I had leaned towards this direction--af-
ter all it has applications everywhere buildings are 10 to 20
feet apart! However, as a design thesis, this was an op-
portunity to go a step further and search for solutions that
don't 'fix' or 'correct' an existing problem, but that lay out
the patterns so the problems don't occur in the first place.
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Appendix-Interviews with Residents
at Case Studies
60/66 Chilton Street
Woman, Owner, late twenties/early thirties
She had a young son with her-maybe 3 years old.
She said that they have lived there for about a year. It
and the building next door are condos. The property is
shared among three families. The family on the second
floor, however, has express rights to the driveway while
the families on the first and third floors (she lives on the
first floor) have yard rights.
The people on the first and third floors get together and
work on the garden/side yard. She implied that the couple
on the third floor were older. No one else has kids.
She said that there is a sandbox in back and parks/schools
nearby to play at. They have been working on how to
walk on the stepping stones/path.
The railroad ties do indicate the property boundary line.
Last year just the people in her building worked on only
their space. This year one family in the other building
worked on their side yard.
She has many of her blinds/curtains open and considers
it a fairly private place considering how close the build-
ings are. She doubts the people on the third floor enjoy it
as much as it is difficult to look down into-the first floor
gets the most benefit. Few of the other units' windows
had shades up.
Her living room and two bedrooms are along that side
yard.
6 Rockwell Street
Man, student, 20's, Renter
This is a single family house that has had a one bedroom
apartment added onto the back to help pay for the mort-
gage.
The owner just recently purchased the house and is a
school teacher with teenage son who frequently comes
to stay with her.
When she purchased the building the driveway extended
all the way back and there was a junk car parked there.
She cleared it out, shortened the driveway and put in a
brick patio. Even though the main entry is on the street
both units use the new back entry as the main door.
Both the owner and the renter has a car and two cars will
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fit in the driveway, however, they can only do so by block-
ing each other in. Their solution to this problem is that
each has a set of keys to the other person's car and moves
a car if necessary. This is preferable to parking on the
street since it is a one-way street and parking is only al-
lowed on one side so it can be difficult to find a spot.
The renter has his own small balcony which he uses for
reading or sitting out, though he knows he is welcome to
use the patio below.
There is access into the renter's apartment directly from
the owner's apartment and this is convenient when the
owner takes care of the renter's cat while he is out of
town.
228/230/232 Allston Street
Man, Owner, late forties
This lot is owned by a group of relatives. His mother-in-
law lives in the triple decker and he lives in the two-family
house behind it. There are two rental units in the triple-
decker, and one rental unit in his house. The people who
live next to him are an elderly couple and are in Florida a
good part of the year.
He says everyone gets along really well and that the own-
ers maintain everything. The yard area is a shared space
and he gave the impression that the elderly couple did a
bit of the gardening as well.
There is only parking for one car, everyone else must
park on the street.
Originally the two-family house was along the street, but
it was moved to its present location and the new triple-
decker was built in its place.
7/9 Perry Street
Woman, Owner, early thirties
She was out in her yard playing with her two young chil-
dren, probably 4 years old at the most
It is a semi-detached duplex. She said that it is officially
deeded a single-family house. The property and house
are split right down the middle.
There is a four foot easement down the middle (on the
paved side).
She has lived there with her husband for eight years. Her
neighbor has lived there for a much longer time and she
said that they are very particular about parking.
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The paved area is the neighbor's property. They use it
for parking. No one else can park there and if friends pull
in there it causes trouble.
The children, however, are welcome to play there and
use it he hard surface for a play space.
The neighbor came out when I was leaving and sat down
angled towards the grassed in area. I assume this was
partially for the view and partially because she enjoys
knitting and watching the kids play.
The woman has often dreamed about buying the other
side.
People are always congregating at their yard. The
neighbor's on the other side have some young children
and they come over and play.
The people in the triple-decker next door have commented
on how much they enjoy looking down into it.
She considers herself and her family as "open" so she is
happy to have people congregate and hang out there.
She is not bothered by people watching her.
10/12/14/16 Lopez Street
He was just leaving his apartment and getting into his
car.
There are two units-one is the landlord's one is the rent-
ers'
There aren't any porches or outdoor areas except the
"yard"
The "yard" is shared by the renter and landlord and both
feel equally comfortable about using it for barbecues etc.
The landlord does the maintenance. Its not a very pri-
vate spot but that is the only outdoor space they have.
The high fence in the back of the area is welcome and
the low fence just keeps people from walking through the
"yard".
It used to be a driveway which is evident by the curb cuts.
Then it was grassed and fenced in and became a day
care center.
There is an access easement that separates the "yard"
from the house
The house behind has two units and is owned by some-
one else. Currently a front porch area is being constructed
for the house behind.
Because of the access path everyone runs into each other
coming and going-to their cars. Everyone parks on the
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Man, Renter, mid-thirties-forties
I liii. liil~i.h. - - -~
street which isn't really a problem.
They just had their annual barbecue so all the neighbors
can know each other.
The renter has "two" front doors which is sometimes a bit
confusing. The door on the street is convenient for bring-
ing in stuff from the car, but he uses the other door just as
much.
122/124 Sherman Avenue
Woman, Owner, late forties
There are four owners involved and two plots of land.
She and another family are "tenants in common" which is
somewhat like a condo situation. She is on the top floor
which is smaller so it is split in payments 40-60%. They
both share the outdoor space.
She and the family she shares with have lived there for
six years. The previous owner had all of the land and ran
a boarding house.
Last year the other building was sold and two men bought
it-each has his own unit. She isn't positive if they both
own it together or if one rents from the other.
Two of the four families have children, but they are grown.
She doesn't think that people in the front house could
have children without putting up a fence somewhere be-
cause Sherman is such a busy street. After she thought
about it, it would be possible to fence in a portion of her
shared space to keep small children in, but she is glad
that that isn't the case.
The front garden is new this year as the previous owner
just kept it as grass. They way it works now, all of the
yard work is shared-maintenance just gets done. They
will mow her yard and in return she will do something for
them. It just works out. In the winter it seemed that who-
ever had to get out first shoveled the snow.
She does all of the gardening in her yard, her neighbor is
the one that sits out and enjoys it all. Her neighbors front
entry is by her garden, but because she put it in the
wrong place before she completely understood the shaded
areas it gets too hot. At the same time she doesn't want
to move the pavers because then it would be too public
with such a busy street. Her neighbor spends a good
deal of time on the original front porch.
She has a roof deck which she uses when entertaining
guests privately, but she also uses the other porches and
outside sitting areas.
The whole driveway paving in bricks was quite an event.
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It was divided up so that each person got at least the
minimum frontage of fourteen feet. However, the big front
tree is along her property so that only left six feet for her
driveway entrance. The front neighbors currently don't
have a car, but the previous owner intentionally made
the one spot, but tried to keep as much grass as pos-
sible. The roses had to be planted at the end of his park-
ing spot because people kept parking their cars on his
grass when they came to visit!
She originally left a couple of feet border along her drive
for planting, but that meant that the second car didn't have
enough space-people couldn't walk on both sides of it.
Also the second car had a difficult time maneuvering into
position so the driveway had to be lengthened and wid-
ened. In addition, a new foot path had to be made so that
it was easier to get into the house from the car.
She took me around to see the back side of the house-
she said hello to her neighbors in back who had a yard
full of children. She said that from upstairs when she
looks out she can "pretend that there are no fences" and
that her neighbors yard is hers.
All of the property lines are very clearly defined on a piece
of paper and the property line is reflected in the brick
coursing in the driveway and by a yellow spray paint mark
on the fence-not that it is really used. She that "we
don't need to fence ourselves in". The previous owner
was very picky about what was which person's which she
didn't mind because it was clear whose job it was to take
care of what. She seems to like it better the way it is
now.
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